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Small entity status of this application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.9 and 1.27 has been 
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RESPONSE 1 1 700 

In response to the Office Action mailed November 21, 2001, Applicants request further 
consideration in view of the following remarks. 

Status of Application: 

Applicants acknowledge that the Continued Prosecution application filed on August 21, 
2001 is properly being treated as a request for continued examination under 37 C.F.R. §1.114. 

Rejection Under 35 TT.S.C. S102(b) : 

Claims 1-14 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by 
Rohrlachet al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,082,609). 

Applicants acknowledge that Rohrlach et al. teach a trim panel having a polyurethane 
foam disposed between an upholstery skin material and a fiber-reinforced substrate. However, 
Rohrlach et al. do not teach or suggest the claimed requirement that a "porous substrate is held 
to a backside of the trim piece that is opposite of the upholstery skin material. " In each of the 
disclosed embodiments, the substrate is a non-porous composite comprising a continuous 
filament glass reinforcement which is penetrated by a cross-linked rigid polyurethane. 
Although Rohrlach et al. teach a panel that is formed using a sheet of reinforcing fibers that 
can for example be a continuous filament glass fiber, and which may initially be porous, 
Rohrlach et al. do not teach or suggest a finished integrated interior trim member having a 
molded film material sandwiched between a porous substrate and an upholstery skin material. 
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The process described by Rohrlach et al. requires dispensing liquid ingredients of a rigid foam 
polyurethane over the reinforcing fibers, closing the mold, and removing the product after 
setting. The resulting substrate (as disclosed at column 2, lines 47-50) has a continuous 
filament glass reinforcement which is penetrated by a cross-linked rigid polyurethane. At 
column 3, lines 10-13, it is stated that the "fibre glass 24 functions as a reinforcement, and 
this is impregnated in stage 4 by a further two pot mix of moldable polyurethane." 
Accordingly, the resulting substrate 11 of the interior trim member formed by the process 
described by Rohrlach et al. is not a porous substrate. Stated somewhat differently, a sheet of 
reinforcing glass fibers entirely embedded within a rigid polyurethane material does meet the 
claim requirements for a porous substrate that "is held to a backside of the trim piece that is 
opposite of the upholstery skin material." 

Further, it is respectfully submitted that it would be unreasonable to take the position 
that the reinforcing glass fibrous material described by Rohrlach et al. meets the requirements 
of both (a) a porous substrate held to a backside of the trim piece that is opposite of the 
upholstery skin material, and (b) a porous substrate bonded directly to a molded foam 
material. In fact, the trim member described by Rohrlach et al. does not meet either of these 
requirements. Rather than being held to the backside of the trim piece, the glass reinforcing 
fibers are completely embedded within a rigid polyurethane layer, and rather than having a 
molded foam material extending between the upholstery skin material and a porous substrate, 
Rohrlach et al. teach a molded foam material that extends between an upholstery skin material 
and a non-porous substrate comprising a rigid polyurethane having embedded glass fiber 
reinforcement. It is only by eliminating the rigid polyurethane material from the substrate of 
Rohrlach et al. that the claimed invention can be achieved. Rohrlach et al. do not provide any 
teaching, suggestion or motivation for eliminating application of a rigid polyurethane material 
at stage 4 of the disclosed process. 

In view of the above remarks, it is respectfully submitted that Rohrlach et al. does not 
teach or suggest the claimed interior trim member having a molded foam material extending 
between an upholstery skin material and a porous substrate, wherein the molded foam material 
bonds the skin material to the porous substrate and wherein the porous substrate is held to a 
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backside of the trim piece that is opposite of the upholstery skin material. Accordingly, 
withdrawal of the objection would be most appropriate. 

Rejection Under 35 U.vS.C. 3103 

Claims 1-4 and 6-10 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Takeuchi et al. The Examiner has admitted that "Takeuchi et al. do not disclose a trim 
piece wherein the porous sheet material 9 is 'substantially coextensive' with the upholstery 
skin material," but has nevertheless taken the position that it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to "form a convex shaped 
trim piece wherein the porous sheet was substantially coextensive with the face material in 
order to prevent fibrous material from pulling away from the trim piece as taught by Takeuchi 
etal." 

We disagree with this rejection because Takeuchi et al. do not disclose a trim piece 
having a continuous convex curvature, and do not provide any suggestion at to whether the 
disclosed techniques and materials are applicable for use in fabricating a fiber-reinforced trim 
piece having a continuous convex curvature. To the contrary, Takeuchi et al. only disclose 
methods of making an automotive interior trim panel having a convex section, not a trim panel 
having continuous convex curvature. There is not any suggestion in the Takeuchi et al. patent 
that the process is suitable for fabricating a continuously convex interior trim panel. In fact, 
Takeucki et al. do not suggest that there is any such thing as a continuously convex interior 
trim panel or that a continuously convex interior trim panel is desirable. It is respectfully 
submitted that the rejection is based only on speculation. The rejection assumes that those 
having ordinary skill in the art have a desire to fabricate fiber-reinforced interior trim panels 
having continuous convex curvature, and assumes that those having ordinary skill in the art 
would not understand that the reference is teaching the use of a porous sheet material at 
selected areas of a fiber-reinforced interior trim panel to force fiber reinforcing material at the 
selected locations toward the facing material in order to avoid lifting of the fiber reinforcing 
materiaUt the selected areas when a mold having both concave and convex curvature is 
closed. One having ordinary skill in the art would not have any reason to expect that the 
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disclosed process could be advantageously employed with a mold having continuously convex 
curvature. 

It is respectfully submitted that an obviousness rejection cannot be properly based on 
speculative needs of a hypothetical person of ordinary skill in the art who is assumed to be 
incapable of fully comprehending the teachings of the prior art. Because the prior art does not 
teach or suggest a fiber-reinforced interior trim panel having continuous curvature, and 
because the prior art teaches use of a porous sheet material only at convex sections of a fiber- 
reinforced interior panel having both convex and concave sections , those having ordinary skill 
in the art would not be motivated by the prior art to fabricate an automotive interior trim panel 
having continuous convex curvature, and would not be motivated to use the methods of 
Takeuchi et al. for fabricating an interior trim panel having continuous convex curvature and a 
porous substrate that is coextensive with the upholstery layer, since the method of Takeuchi et 
al. are intended to force fiber reinforcement toward a facing sheet only at selected areas of the 
trim piece during fabrication in a mold having both convex and concave curvature. 

In view of the above remarks, it is respectfully submitted that withdrawal of the 
rejection based on the Takeuchi et al. reference is most appropriate. 



In view of the above amendments and remarks it is respectfully submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance and notice of the same is earnestly solicited. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 



TONY M. POKORZYNSKI ET AL. 



By: Price, Heneveld, Cooper, 
DeWitt & Litton 
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